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Cause for judicial discipline is found in the standards and guidelines contained in canons of judicial ethics and similar 
compilations. 


Cause for judicial discipline is found in the standards and guidelines contained in canons of judicial ethics and similar 
compilations! in addition to the general moral and ethical standards expected of judicial officers in the community.” A judge 
may be subject to discipline for the repetitive violation of enumerated standards.” Violation of canons set forth in codes of 
judicial conduct which is sufficiently serious as wrongful conduct may, without more, warrant discipline.* Thus, discipline is 
warranted on particular grounds, such as a judge's misuse of the authority of his or her judicial office; acceptance of gifts;° 
running for public office without resigning; ’ personal solicitation of campaign contributions;® ex parte communication with an 


0 ora party;!! ex parte communication with a judge relating to matter pending before that judge; !? making 


attorney,” a juror, 
rude and discourteous remarks to parties or attorneys during judicial proceedings; 13 the use of vulgarity; 14 or the disparagement 
or attacking of other members of the judicial system. 15 Under some authority, a violation of a provision of canons of judicial 
ethics is, per se, sufficient to warrant discipline. 1 

Not all violations of judicial canons rise to the level warranting discipline!” as in the case where a violation is technical'* or 


inadvertent. 19 
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Cases: 


District court judge's warning to his long-time friend to stay away from a drug dealer, an individual the judge was familiar with, 
after learning the individual was the subject of search warrant to be conducted as part of a federally controlled investigation of 
drug trafficking, violated Code of Judicial Conduct rule prohibiting ex parte communications about pending matters, as well 
as rule prohibiting any nonpublic judicial statement that might substantially interfere with a fair trial. Colo. Code of Judicial 
Conduct, Rules 2.9, 2.10. Matter of Kamada, 2020 CO 83, 476 P.3d 1146 (Colo. 2020). 


Conduct of District Court judge, who made a knowingly false statement about his residence address on his affidavit of candidacy, 
violated rules of Code of Judicial Conduct requiring judge to comply with the law, to act in manner that promoted public 
confidence in the judiciary, and to not make any false or misleading statement in political or campaign activities; judge admitted 
that he knew he listed false address on affidavit, and he made no effort, before or after the filing deadline, to correct his false 
statement. 52 M.S.A., Code of Jud.Conduct, Canons 1.1, 1.2, 4.1(A)(9). In re Conduct of Pendleton, 870 N.W.2d 367 (Minn. 
2015). 


Municipal judge violated canon prohibiting consideration of ex parte communications concerning a pending matter based on 
judge's contact with another judge regarding the second judge's favored parties in cases before the first judge; though first judge 
claimed not to have considered the second judge's communications, there was no requirement that any consideration of the 
communications be determinative of the first judge's decision, and recordings of the judges' conversations demonstrated that 
first judge understood what second judge was asking and that first judge reported back in each instance that she had complied 
with second judge's request. Pa. Code of Jud. Conduct, Canon 3A(4) (2014). In re Segal, 173 A.3d 603 (Pa. 2017). 


Probate court judge's conduct of posting on social networking website comments critical of matter pending before the court, 
apparent endorsement of presidential candidate, and fundraising efforts for local church, in violation of judicial canons, 
warranted six month suspension from judicial duties. S.C. Code of Jud. Conduct, Canons 1, 2, 4(A)(1), (A)(2), (C)(3)(b)(), 
5(A)(1)(b); S.C. Judicial Disciplinary Enforcement, Rule 7(a)(1), (a)(9). Matter of Johns, 793 S.E.2d 296 (S.C. 2016). 


[END OF SUPPLEMENT] 
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